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P.L.O.’s LOCOMOTIVE OF RETREAT 


It is the right of every revolu- 
tionary national liberation move- 
ment to choose all available ave- 
nues to propagate the cause of its 
people. As such, Yasser Arafat’s 
appearance in front of the U.N. in 
itself is not objectionable, on the 
contrary, it indicates that the veh- 
icle used to bring the P.L.O. there, 
namely armed struggle was the 
chief reason for this diplomatic 
success. Hence we postulate that it 
is this same vehicle which must 
not be abandoned in order to 
„advance and develop the Pales- 
tinian resistance movement. 

It is obvious to all that we are 
presently confronted with new 
crossroads compounded by diffi- 
cult obstacles that can be over 
come only through clarity of 
thought and commitment to in- 
creasing the potential of our 
masses to develop a veritable 
people’s movement. 

What are the historical con- 
ditions under which Arafat and 
the P.L.O. have been paraded as 
the leaders of the. Palestinian 
people? Under present condi 
tions, is such a minor victory in 
contradiction with Imperialist 
Reactionary-Zionist strategy? 

The emergence of the Faisal- 
Sadat axis of power has been pre- 
dicated on the dissolution of Arab 
progressivism and the develop- 
ment of a strong Arab right wing. 
In view of the results of the 
October war, this new reactionary 
axis has sought to resolve the so- 
called Middle East conflict by 
overtly identifying national policy 
with imperialist interests in the 
region. To do so, all necessary 
measures have been taken, and are 
being taken to stem the tide of 
revolution and to forge the capi- 
talist road of development. Prac- 
tically, this means that the imper- 
ialist strategy in the Middle East is 
translated through the programs 
of the emergence of an unholy 
alliance, Israel Iran-Saudi Arabia 
(Sadat). 

Whereas the latter has declared 
a holy opposition to Zionism, 
they in fact are of the opinion 
that a settlement with Israel is a 


must so as to thwart radical dev- 
elopments in the Arab East and 
the Arab gulf. Moreover, Sadat’s 
strategy is based on dependence of 
incoming oil capital from Saudi 
Arabia and increasing penetration 
of imperialist capital. This pro- 
duces the stabilization of the Arab 
East, resulting in Saudi Arabia's 
insistence on /Egyptian-Syrian- 
Israeli negotiations. 

Already certain steps have been 
achieved ranging from disengage- 
ment -agreements to actual recog- 
nition on the part of Sadat of 
Israef’s-right-to existis a-Zionist 
expansionist entity, hence overtly 
negating the right of the Pales- 
tinians to  self-determination. 
However, to succeed in their 
«peace» efforts, Palestinian parti- 
cipation is not only needed but is 
essential for the success of the 
above mentioned strategy. 

It became clear that after the 
October war, Sadat and Faisal led 
a diplomatic offensive to gain 
international respectability for the 
P.L.O. The success of such an 
offensive was dependent on the 
stripping of the P.L.O. of its revo- 
lutionary content, hence pro- 
ducing a neatly packaged moder- 
ate organization willing at some 
point and time in the near future 
to renounce armed struggle - the 
revolutionary path. Initially the 
above was achieved as Arafat and 
Hawatmeh accepted the proposed 
Palestinian state (West Bank and 
Gaza), but they camouflaged their 
retreat by labeling it «National 
Authority». 

Once the process of retreat had 
begun, small victories such as 
P.L.O. admission in FAO and 
UNESCO were pictured as strate- 
gic victories, 
gifts for P.L.O. deviation from the 
revolutionary path, which in fact 
was the price for these «victories». 

Then came the Arab summit at 
Rabat where the P.L.O. led by 
Arafat gained respectability and 
was Officially declared the sole 
representative of the Palestinian 
people. Hussein signed over the 
West Bank to the P.L.O. as Faisal 
promised him 300 million dollars 


and not as token 


to develop and fortify Jordan. In 
tum, Arafat conceded to curtail 
attempts of toppling Hussein 
which was the foundation upon 
which reconciliation between the 
P.L.O. and Hussein was achieved. 

Recently (mid-December 
1974) Abou Lutuf (head of the 
P.L.O.’s political committee) anā 
the Democratic Front s newspaper 
Al-Hurriya either urged the speedy 
convening of the mini-Arab sum- 
mit (Egypt-Syria-Jordan-P.L.O.) 
or questioned its delay. Clearly 
this negates the resistance move- 
ment’s identification of Hussein as 
an essential part of the enemy and 
their previous policy of «no nego- 
tiation or reconciliation» with 
Hussein — which was integral in 
the unified minimum points of 
agreement. It is to be noted that 
the mini-Arab summit is the 
framework through which the 
P.L.O. leadership and the Jordan- 
ian regime will crystalize their 
reconciliation. 

Having stripped the P.L.O. of 
its revolutionary content Faisal in 
his kingly manner offered Arafat 
50 million dollars to accelerate the 
road to retreat and to prevent 
agitation on the part of the P.L.O. 
against Arab reaction in the Gulf. 
A New York Times writer cap- 
tures the spirit of the develop- 
ments: «He pacified the Pales- 
tinians for the moment by grant- 
ing them the metaphysical right to 
resolve their own future.» (New 
York Times, Dec. 8, 1974). 

Having declared Arafat king, 
Arab reaction was entrusted with 
the task of convincing Imperialism 
of the need to recognize the 
P.L.O. and in tum to pressure 
Israel to follow the same course. 


Aharon Yariv in July 1974 dec- 
lared that Israel might negotiate 
with the P.L.O. if it renounced 
terrorism and accepted the right 
of Israel to exist. (Though he was 
reprimanded, the importance of 
the statement is clear.) Later, 
Israeli Ambassador to Washington 
Simcha Dinitz readily conceded 
that U.S. pressure on Israel to 
negotiate with the P.L.O. is un- 
folding. His statement was preced- 
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ed by the words of U.S. Ambas- 
sador to the U.N., John Scali: 
«Palestinian ‘interests must be 
woven into the give and take of 
the negotiating process.» 

The locomotive of retreat, 
once in motion, can only gain 
momentum, but the main agents 
for its acceleration is the afore- 
mentioned reactionary Faisal 
Sadat axis whose post .Rabat 
strategy can be summarized in the 
following: 

A. Application of pressure on 
Washington to recognize the 
P.L.O., while soberly reminding 
possibility (however remote) of 
future price decreases; 

B. Keep the Soviet Union out 
by a complete attachment of Arab 
policy to the Imperialist band- 
wagon; 

C. Attempts to secure further 
Israeli withdrawals from Sinai and 
the Golan. 

As regards (A), recently Ismail 
Fahmi, Egyvpt’s Foreign Minister 
declared that after Israeli with- 
drawal from the occupied terri- 
tories post-1967 and the establish- 
ment of the Palestinian state (West 
Bank and Gaza) Israel must pay 
indemnities to the Palestinians for 
the past 26 years. In so doing, he 
has reiterated Egypt’s recognition 
of the Zionist state and has 
negated the Palestinians right to 
return to their homeland 
pre-1948. He also for bargaining 
purposes, stipulated the need for a 
moratorium on Jewish immigra- 
tion. What counts is that Arafat, 
in acting in concert with the Fai- 
sal-Sadat axis is in fact relin- 
quishing the people’s right to 
liberation and self-determination, 
the price for being heralded as a 
leader. This process is forcing the 
P.L.O. to abandon its original 
goals of liberation by tacitly 
agreeing to co-exist with Israel. 


Conceming (B), already before 
Brezhnev’s visit to Egypt, Sadat 
publically declared his full confi- 
dence in Kissinger’s previously 
stated promises. 

As regards (C), Yigal Allon’s 
outlining of Israeli strategy while 
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in Washington might elucidate a 
few things (Dec. 12, 1974). The. 
policy is summarized in the fol 
lowing: 1) Strengthening of Israeli 
armed forces and drawing lessons 
from the October war 1973 — and 
prepare for all contingencies; 
2) Search for «peace», and the 
possibility of reaching an agree- 
ment with the neighboring Arab 
countries. 

First, both Israel and Sadat are 
interested in negotiation. Second, 
Israeli intransigence as regards the 
P.L.O. will diminish as the Faisal- 
Sadat axis succeeds in further 
stripping the P.L.O. of its revolu- 
tionary content. The latter might 
come with the formation of a 
provisional Patestinian government 
j re Uture = i 


tinians with no revolutionary past. 
As our analysis indicates, the 
P.L.O. will be part of a team 
formed by the Rabat Arab Sum- 
mit Conference (Egypt, Syria, Jor- 
dan, P.L.O.) and as such the politi- 
cal basis of its participation will be 
contained in the framework of 
Arab capitulation led by the reac- 
tionary Faisal-Sadat axis. 

Upon gaining «respectability», 
the P.L.O. and Arafat would 
slowly yield in to Yariv’s stipula- 
tions and Israel would uneasily 
recognize a bourgeois oriented 
P.L.O. by retreating from its 
policy of «never», reminiscent of 
Thieu’s «nevery to negotiations 
with the North Vietnamese and 
the PRG. 

Each «victory» declared by the 
P.L.O., in fact is only one step 
further towards the sentinel state 
i.e., the Palestinian graveyard. 

Our task now is to differentiate 
between certain diplomatic gains 
and the utilization of these gains 
to accelerate the process of 
retreat. There is only one way: 


ied territories form a Jordanian- 
Palestinian united front and a 
wider Arab front to not only liber- 
ate Palestine but to in fact under- 
mine the reactionary Faisal Sadat 
axis. 

Dec. 22, 1974. 


THE GHASSAN KANAFANI 
OPERATION 


Weeks after Arafats appear- 
ance at the United Nations Pale 
tinian commando activity 
gained momentum. Israeli ‘terror 
has also increased. Israeli terror 
has employed aerial bombing 
aganist Palestinian refugee camps 
(Dec. 12), or rocket attacks 
against’P LO. offices (Dec} 10). 


It is important to note that we 
have resolved to do all that is 
necessary to respond to Zionist 
terror. As such, the Ghassan Kana- 
fani operation led by our fallen 
comrade and martyr Mothafar in 
the heart of Tel Aviv at Diznigov 
Square inside Cinema Heen is a 
testimony to our commitment. 


At 10:10p.m. before the 
explosions took place, comrade 
Mothafar declared: «There will be 
no peace on our land unless the 
Zionist entity is negated, to be 
replaced by a democratic society 
on all of Palestine.» 

Casualties were high, amongst 
them of course was Mothafar. 

What is the nature of this 
operation? 


The Ghassan Kanafani opera- 
tion was a «Special Operation» 
whose aim was to strike in the 
midst of Zionism’s busiest centers. 
«Special Operations» are not a 
substitute for guerilla warfare 
waged by our people, in which 
daily losses would be imposed on 
the enemy. However, in view of 
the objective conditions that face 
our people and plague the Zionist 
leadership, operations of this 
nature tend to encrease the fears 
of the people and induce them to 
question the viability of the 
Zionist entity. In addition, it in- 
creases Jewish emigration out of 
Israel and decreases the incoming 
immigration. Furthermore, it in- 
creases distrust on the part of the 
Jewish population towards their 
government. Simply put, «special 


operations» carried out at a time 
n the Zionist entity suffers 
severe economic crisis, in 
fact, psychologically batters the 
Zionist enemy and in turn induces 
our people with the spirit of strug- 
gle, which after all, is one of our 
principle objectives-atthis-stag 
our struggle. 


Moreover, we are quite aware 
of the limitations of such a 
method. After all our experiences 
in Gaza taught us that due to our 
close relationship with our masses, 
we did in fact control the region 
for a period of time. 


Nevertheless, the Ghassan 
Kanafani operation has had some 
very specific results: A) We have 
disproved the Zionist claim that 
we cannot penetrate the interior 
of Israel — three of the comrades 
who participated in the operation 
are part of our permanent organ- 
ization in the occupied territories 
and still remain at large; B) This 
means that our masses will protect 
us which is added arsenal to our 
revolutionary potential, C) When 
A and B are taken together, we 
postulate the need to continue 
-building our organizational frame- 
work under occupation - a pro- 
cess already in motion. 


Israel’s immediate response 
other than a general pessimistic 
mood was the instituting of some 
changes in the government and 
army, most important of which 
was the appointment of General 
Sharon to a high position in the 
reserves. Sharon, a leading figure 
of the right wing Likud Coalition 
and advocate of «continuous war 
against terrorism» has been en- 
trusted with the task of con- 
ducting the «special operations» 
division of Israel. Previously, 
Sharon had been responsible for 
the counter-insurgency operations 


people. 


against the Palestinian resistance 
movement in Gaza. His appoint- 
ment to such an important posi- 
tion indicates that the Rabin gov- 
ernment is determined to increase 
its terror aganist the Palestinian 
~Sharon’s theory = ' 

uous warfare» entails. ; 
the «terrorists» everywhere in 
Israel, the Arab countries Europe 
and all over; 2) Such operations 
instead of being sporadic, have to 
be part of a day in, day out 
strategy whose aim is the killing of 
Palestinian commandos; 3) Con- 
tinuous strikes against southern ` 
Lebanon so as to clear the area of 
its inhabitants or at least to 
impose routine search and if 
necessary destroy operations up to 
the area south of the Litani'river. 
The above’s intention is to place 
obstacles for the resistance move- 
ment. 


Moreover, Israeli policy aims at 
striking the known offices of the 
resistance movement so as to stop 
their activities and force them to 
be pre-occupied solely with self- 
defense. 


As Israel proceeds with its 
strategy of terror, they have yet to 
figure out a strategy of stopping 
our penetration into the heart of 
Tel Aviv. As such, Israel cannot 
stop the successful work con- 
ducted by comrades such as our 
fallen martyred hero Mothafar. 
For he is our antidote to Israeli 
terror and its success can be 
measured by the wide support of 
our masses and the increasing pres 
sures placed on the Israeli govern- 
ment which is causing its further 
weakening, accompanied by the 
strengthening of our organizational 
bases under occupation. 


te 
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The drums of war were played 
once more in the Middle East. The 
recent speculations of war came 
after reports mentioned that a par- 
tial military mobilization was un- 
derway in Israel. The recent pre- 
text was the scheduled expiration 
of the mandate of the UN Disen- 
gagement Observation Force 
(UNDOF) on November 30th. 


Now the mandate has been re- 
newed for another six months. 


This exageration of the possibility 
of a fifth war by the Arab press 
intended to divert the attention of 
the Arab masses from the real 
efforts made to reach a settle- 
ment. 

Israeli leaders concentrated 
their vocal fire on Syria, and De- 
fense Minister Shimon Perez said 
Israel should take Syrian «threats 
of war seriously.» He failed to say 
as to when Syria made these 
threats. On the other hand Henry 
Kissinger, addressing a news con- 
ference in Washington on 
Nov. 15th, said: «I don’t think 
war is likely» in the Middle East. 
He said reports of military build- 
ups in the region were exaggerated 
and that he «can not believe that 
any parties in the Middle East 


cumstances.!» Indeed Kissinger’s 
statement expresses the mood 
among the Arab regimes, who 
have managed to convince them- 


‘selves that the October war was a 


«victory on all levels») and that 
there is no need for another war. 
The basis of their conviction is 
their own policy to resort to the 
negotiating table under the 
sponsered plan for a settlement in 
the region. 

Quite the opposite feeling pre- 
vails among the masses — parti- 
cularly the Syrian masses who are 
convinced that another war is ne- 
cessary especially as Israeli leaders 
continue to declare their intention 
not to withdraw from the Golan 
Heights and that they will not 
dismantle the settlements they 
had built in “the occupied ter- 
ritories. 


All of this took place after the 
Seventh Arab Summit Conference 
which convened in Rabat, Moroc- 
co. The conference was dubbed as 
«the Palestinian Summit», because 
the head of the states agreed to a 
resolution upholding the Palestine 
Liberation Organization (PLO) as 
the «sole legitimate representative 
of the Palestinians with the right 
to establish an independent Pales- 
tinian national entity on all Pa- 
lestinian territories which may be 
recovered from Israel.» As a result 
a complete detente between the 
PLO leadership and hireling Hus- 
sein of Jordan was declared. This 
period (after the October War) of 
inter-Arab leaders reconciliation, 
is witnessing the reconciliation of 
the PLO leadership with Hussein, 
who was described once by Yasser 
(Abu Ammar) Arafat, Chairman 


of the PLO Executive Committee, 
as the «murderer of more than 
30,000 of our people.» Indeed 
such a development in the posi- 
tion of so claimed revolutionaries 
has a historic character because it 
sets the stage for the necessary 
containment of part of the resis- 
tance movement. An aim im- 
perialism and Arab reaction have 
been trying to achieve since the 
first operation after the 1967, 
June War. This dramatic deve- 
lopment comes as no surprise, ins- 
pite of the previous positions 
declared by the PLO leadership 
rejecting PLO-Jordanian regime 
reconciliation. 

Since the October War the PLO 
leadership has been advocating the 
idea of the «Palestinian state» on 
the West Bank and Gaza. The pur- 
pose of bringing in the PLO on the 


account of Hussein, is the willing- 
ness of the capitulating regimes to 
show that Arab ranks can be 
united — (as reactionary as Feisal 
and as «revolutionary» as Abu 
Ammar) and as such U.S. assis- 
tance should be granted to this 
wide front of Arab leaders who 
are seeking a political settlement. 
This is all done with the slogan 
«that the period of reconciliation 
runs counter radicalism» and as 
one Democratic Front leader said 
«the settlement is taking place 
with us or without us, we are 
better off part of it.» Again we 
witness the PLO leadership adopt- 
ing the positions contrary to those 
stated in the Palestine National 
Charter and the resolutions of the 
PLO National Councils. The reso- 
lution in Rabat calls on the PLO 
to «exercise its responsibilities on 
the Arab and international levels 
within Arab commitments!» It 
also adds the following: «Inviting 
the Hashimite Kingdom of Jordan, 
the Syrian Arab Republic, the 
Egyptian Arab Republic and the 
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PLO to lay down the formula for 
organizing relations... » 

Such statements need little 
comment on the PLO policy, as 
part of Feisal-Sadat policy at this 
stage -- less comment probably on 
the reconciliation with the Jordan- 
ian regime. 

If the period is one of reconci- 
liation on all levels, what then are 
the motives behind the war talk. 

On the Israeli level the talk 
about war is necessary to reestab- 
lish the moral of the Israeli mili- 
tary after the results of the 
October War. This appears clearly 
in Perez statement regarding the 
mobilization during the last week 
of August, «for the first time since 
the October War (the exercises) 
reestablished the confidence of 
our armed forces in themselves 
and in their ability to repel at- 


tacks.» On the other hand Israel is 
using the talk about war and 
putting emphasis on Soviet arms 
shipments as part of the Israeli 
pressure to obtain additional 
weapons from the U.S. Although 
the U.S. Defense Department had 
leaked the news about the arrival 
in Syria of Soviet made MIG 23s, 
Washington was reported to 
disagree with Israel about the so- 
called Syrian military buildup. 
U.S. officials were also reported to 
have said that Syria was abiding 
by the disengangement agreement, 
at the time the Israelis were saying 
the Syrians have moved heavy 
mortar guns in the buffer zones in 
the Golan Heights, which, they 
said, was a violation of the cease- 
fire. Another week point in the 
arguement about the possibility of 
war, is the international situation. 
Israel can not justify under the 
present circumstances an attack 
without a cause. Some believed 
that Israel would strike if and 
when Syria refuses to renew the 
mandate of the U.N. forces. But 


most observers predicted renewal 
after the talks of Syrian Foreign 
Minister Abdel Halim Khaddam 
with President Ford and Secretary 
of State Kissinger, which were 
described as constructive! Nor 
would the U.S. be pleased with an 
Israeli attack under the present 
conditions — at least not before 
the chances of the Geneva Confe- 
rence are tested. 


This is why military moves and 
prouncements were meant to 
show each other how strong the 
Other side is in advance of the 
Geneva conference. 

Inspite of that, and from a 
psychological point of view, the 
majority of Israelis are in favor of 
another war that would restore 
their confidence in the ability of 
their state to ensure the security 
of Israel. This confidence had 
been shattered by the October 
War and the continued operations 
of the resistance. All of a sudden 
the Israeli citizen discovered that 
neither himself nor his «country» 
were secure. 

From the economic point of 
view, another prolonged war bet- 
ween Israel and the Arabs is going 
to be detrimental to the Israeli 
economy irrespective of the eco- 
nomic and financial assistance that 
may be-obtained from abroad. 

Considering these factors, the 
Israeli government is putting the 
Israeli citizen infront of two 
choices, either a war with no 
guarantees to its results along with 
severe economic consequences, or 
a settlement according the wishes 
of the U.S. Acutally, this policy is 
being applied by the ruling clique 
in Israel and the actions mani 
fested themselves in the devalua- 
tion of the Israeli pound, which 
was later followed by a huge loan 
from the U.S. The choice in Israel 
in between Israeli arrogance or 
U.S. imperialism policy of step by 
step domination. 

It is apparent that playing the 
war drums was carried out on the 
Arab side to cover the following 
events: 

1. PLO leadership reconcilia- 


-tion with hireling Hussein. ` 


2. PLO leadership becoming an 
integral part of Feisal-Sadat axis. 

3. The meeting of Abu Lutuf, 
head of the PLO political depart- 
ment with U.S. congressmen. 
Therefore taking the first step of 
declared PLO-U.S. contacts. 

4. The statement of Egyptian 
foreign minister Hegazi, that the 
U.S. policy in the Middle East was 
in the right direction and «deser- 
ves to be welcomed and be met 
with responsiveness.» This shows 
that the Egyptian regime still 
counts on U.S. imperialism to 
achieve the settlement for it. 

Playing the ‘war drums from 
the Arab side aims to strengthen 
the «inter-Arab unity» of all reac- 
tionary and capitulating forces. 


Fhe new imperialist attack on 
the Arab region aims to liquidate 
the armed struggle fronts in the 
area. These are the Palestinian re- 
sistance and the revolution in 
Oman. While the method used to 
liquidate the first is dominantly 
political, the method used in 
Oman has concentrated on milita- 
ry actions carried out by the 
Iranian, British and Jordanian for- 
ces. These foreign troops are in 
addition to the indigenous Omani 
forces who are officially known as 
the «Sultan’s Armed Forces» 
(SAF). 

The present attack started in 
mid-September, lead by Iranian 
ground troops and airforce. The 
attacking forces tried to take ad- 
vantage of the rainy season in 
order to suprise the revolutionary 
army during a period when most 
military operations are frozen. 
The aim of the attack was to split 
the liberated area (Dhofar) into 
two sectors, hoping to establish 
permanent bases there. The attack 
was‘repulsed in spite of the huge 
number of enemy forces mobilised 
for it. Once more the dream of the 
puppet Sultan to «end the revolu- 
tion within one month», as he 
declared on the eve of the offen- 
sive, was shattered. The present 
Sultan Qaboos was brought to 
_power in July 1970 to replace his 
“decadent father, Sultan Said Bin 
Taymur. Qaboos has been de- 
voting special attention to 
strengthening his armed forces. 
Faced with the growing, intensive 
and effective operations by the 
revolutionary forces, Qaboos has 
had to resort to external help 
more than ever. As such, the col- 
laboration of Qaboos with the 
Shah of Iran was needed to save 
the puppet regime from complete 


collapse. The Shah, who is eager 
to strengthen his foothold in the 
Hermuz Straits which are crucial 
for oil traffic, was more than 
willing to move in. Of course, the 
Shah’s aims are many: on the one 
hand there is the natural wealth of 
Oman, and on the other there is 
the Shah’s ambition to control the 
Gulf after the British were forced 
to move their major force. from 
the area for economic reasons. 

Actually, the role of Iran is in 
accordance with the strategy fol- 
lowed by imperialism: to develop 
and rely on the well-supplied ar- 
mies of the developing reactionary 
regimes. As much as the Shah 
derives direct interest from his 
troop’s intervention, European 
and North American imperialism 
do so in direct economic exploi- 
tation of natural resources as well. 
Recently, copper, tin, chrome, 
iron and lead of high quality were 
discouvered in commercial quan- 
tities. The income reveived by 
Qaboos from the monopolistic 
companies operating there is all 
deployed to the military branch to 
pay the heavy cost of Iranian, 
British and Jordnaian forces. La- 
tely the British Aircraft Corpo- 
ration announced that it had con- 
cluded a deal with the Qaboos 
regime valued at about ninety mil- 
lion sterling pounds for supplying 
a rocket network. The reaction to 
such deals is best expressed by a 
citizen of Oman who wrote to the 
PFLO English’ organ, Saut El 
Thawara, saying: «Whenever the 
wealth of our country increases 
along with it our misery steps up 
together with poverty and depri- 
vation.» 

The present situation has been 
developing for about one year — 
since December 20th, 1973, when 


On the evening of 29/10/1974, 
a unit of the Peoples Front for the 
Liberation of Oman (PFLO) under 
the command of comrade Ahmad 
Ali (Zaher A. M. El Myahi), mem- 
ber of the Central Executive Com- 
mittee of the PFLO, was ap- 
proaching the town of «El 
Hazem» on the side of Jabel El 
Akhader (north of Muscat, the 
capital) when it clashed with a 
British-Iranian military force and 
fought an uneven fierce battle, 
and killed five enemy soldiers. 
During the clash comrade Ahmad 
Ali was martyred. A member of 
the Central Leadership comrade 
Saud Marzouq and two other com- 
rades were wounded and taken 
prisoners. A fifth comrade ma- 
naged to withdraw safely. 

Immediately afterwards the 
hireling authorities carried out a 
campaign of search and arrests in 
many cities and villages of the 
area, in which two hundred per- 
sons, among them many women 
were arrested and charged «with 
aiding the revolution». 
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Iranian forces started their inva- 
sion of Oman in order to save the 
regime of Qaboos. The armed re- 
volution Which started June 9th, 
1964, found itself facing not only 
new and increasing military forces, 
but totally new conditions as a 
result of the discovery of raw ma- 
terials mentioned above. The re- 
volution in Oman has proved 
during its ten years of effective 
struggle that it can face new deve- 
loping realities. It has done so in 
its historical resolutions of the se- 
cond Congress in 1968, the third 
Congress in 1971, and the histo- 
rical Ahleesh Congress at the end 
of 1971, which united all the revo- 
lutionary forces in Oman and 
founded the People’s Front for 
the Liberation of Oman and the 
Arab Gulf (PFLOAG). The second 
Congress of PFLOAG was held in 
August of this year. The most 
important decision taken in the 
congress was the decision to keep 
the branches of the PFLOAG in 
Oman an independent national or- 
ganization under the name of the 
People’s Front for the Liberation 
of Oman, while declaring the inde- 
pendence of PFLOAG orga- 
nizations outside Oman — in the 
other political entities of the Arab 
Gulf. According to the Congress’s 


tinian people to regain all Pales- 
tinian land. 

On the battle front, the Iranian 
invasion was met by a counter- 
attack lead by the PFLO forces in 
a new front at Jebal Al Akhdar 
(Green Mountain) area. This new 
front not only proved the failure 
of enemy forces to crush the revo- 
lution in liberated areas, but also 
threatened the minimum effec- 
tiveness it had offered in other 
regions. As such the Iranian forces 
reached the 30,000 man mark. 
This concentration of troops in 
the Jebal Al Akhdar area lead to 
the clash between the PFLO unit 
and Iranian, British:and Jordanian 
forces, which resulted in the mar- 
tyrdom of comrade Zaher Ali Mat- 
tar Al Miyahi (Ahmed Ali) mem- 
ber of the Executive Committee, 
highest leadership of the PFLO. 
(See box and pictures) 

Facing the Iranian invasion and 
the united force of enemies taking 
part in the conspiracy to enforce 
an imperialist plan on the region, 
the PFLO has had to repel the 
continuous attempts to invade the 
liberated areas (Dhofar), to direct 
severe blows at the enemy troops 
stationed in different parts of 
Oman, and to preserve the social, 
political and. economic- set-up 


political communique,-the-PFEO~ Which the people have established ~ 


will have a National Action Pro- 
gramme, Constitution and Central 
Command. 

The political communique con- 
firmed that organisational in- 
dependence is a task dictated by 
the nature of the present condi- 
tions in order to: «mobilise all 
Omani and Arab capabilities to 
face the Iranian invasion and Bri- 
tish presence» (for excerpts, see 
box) The Congress saluted the he- 
roic struggle waged by the Pales- 


PEOPLES FRONT FOR THE LIBERATION OF OMAN 


This daring military battle that 
took place near the capital, proves 
what the authorities have always 
tried to conceal, that the revo- 
lutionary forces of the PFLO are 
capable of reaching any place in 
the country (Oman), and that 
they have made the authorities 
live in a permanent state of ex- 
treme panic. 


At this critical period of our 
struggle, facing increasing foreign 
troops, and the major role of the 
Iranian reaction on our Arab land, 
the blood of our martyrs demons- 
trates the determination of our 
masses to liberate the homeland 
from the tribal rulers in Muscat, 
and from the British-Iranian- 
Jordanian military presence. 


The PFLO strongly warns the 
hireling regime in Muscat against 
torturing or assassinating the 
wounded or imprisoned comrades: 
Any such action will be met with 
strong retaliation from our side. 
The traitors will not escape the 
punishment of the masses. 


in Dhofar, in spite of daily air- 
raids on them. Last and most im- 
portant, the struggle of the Omani 
people under the leadership of the 
PFLO continues to represent a 
torch for the struggle of the Arab 
masses in general and the masses 
in the Arab Gulf and Peninsula in 
particular. 


THE PFLO CALLS ON ALL 
REVOLUTIONARY; PROGRES- 
SIVE, AND DEMOCRATIC FOR- 
CES IN THE WORLD TO 
CARRY OUT A WIDE CAM- 
PAIGN TO SAVE THE LIVES OF 
THE WOUNDED AND IMPRI- 
SONED COMRADES IN THE 
JAILS OF THE REACTIONARY 
AUTHORITIES. 


LONG LIVE THE ARMED 
REVOLUTION IN OMAN! 
LONG LIVE OUR MASSES 


STRUGGLE! 
PEOPLES FRONT FOR THE 


LIBERATION OF OMAN 
12/11/1974. 
MARTYR AHMAD ALI 


* The martyr was born in 194] 
in the city of Tanouf, near Jabel 
El Akhdar in Oman interior. He 
comes from a very poor peasant 
family. After their house was 
bombed by British planes in 1957, 
the family moved to Barket el 
Mouz in Oman interior. 

* After the 1957 revolt was 
aborted, he left to (Saoudi Ara- 


Shah of Iran and Qaboos ; 
agents of Imperialism and 
enemies of the Arab people 


bia), where he was a worker at 
Dahran airport for two years. 


* He participated in the revolt 
of Imam Ghaleb and tried to or- 
ganize guerilla warfare against the 
British presence. 


* Moved to Iraq in the early 
sixties where he joined the Arab 
Nationalists Movement. He was 
active among the Omani students 
and presided over the Omani 
Student Union chapter in 
Baghdad. 


*Played a basic role in found- 
ing the National Democratic Front 
for the Liberation of Oman and 
the Arab Gulf (1970). He played a 
leading role in the armed struggle 
in Jabel El Akhdar and in the 
battles of «Azki and Nazoui». 


A 


* Played a prominent role in 
unifying the revolutionary forces 
in the area which resulted in the 
foundation of a unified struggle 
front — The People’s Front for the 
Liberation of Oman and the Arab 
Gulf. (Dec. 1971). 


* Lead the workers uprising in 
Sept. 1971 in Muscat. 


The following are excerpts 
from the Political Program and the 
National Action Program of the 
PFLO, adopted during its last 
congress. 

«We condemn every Arab regi- 
me standing by the side of Qaboos 
and the Iranian invasion and ex- 
tending military assistance under 
any justification. We consider this 
as high national treason and col- 
lusion with Iranian and British in- 
vaders and occupationists. We ask 
all the patriotic and progressive 
forces and the Arab masses to 
expose these treacherous stands 
and to stand clearly by the side of 
our people and their just revo- 
lution. We see the duty of all Arab 
countries which call for preserva- 
tion of the Arab national charac- 
ter of Oman and the Arab Gulf as 
standing by the side of the Omani 
revolution, to condemn the 
Iranian invasion and the Qaboos- 
ian treason and to give all help to 
our people and their just struggle. 

«The congress having con- 
fronted the whole of the previous 
e e the results of the 
comprehensive discussions 
amongst the rank and file and 
leadership resulted in the follow- 
ing resolutions:- 

«l) ‘Organizational indepen-- 
dence for the organizations of 
PFLOAG in the political entities 
in the area, and the right to form 
its regional policies and program- 
mes as required by the regional 
Political conditions. 

«2) Organization of the bran- 
ches of PFLOAG existing ‘in the 
regions of Oman into the frame- 
work of an independent national 
organization under the name of 
the People’s Front for the Libe- 
ration of Oman, (PFLO). 

«3) establishment of the Natio- 
nal Action Program and Consti- 
tution of the People’s Front for 
the Liberation of Oman. 

«4) election of a central com- 
mand for the People’s Front for 
the Liberation of Oman. 

«Organizational independence 
is a task dictated by the nature of 
the present conditions in order 
to 

« — to mobilize all Omani and 
Arab capabilities to face the 
Iranian invasion and British pre- 


"sence. 


« — to bring closer the hour of 
national salvation to this valuable 
part of our nation. 

« — to be capable of putting 
forward policies and programmes 
in the other regions suited to 
development of conditions there. 


«Although this is necessary in 
this stage, we reitterate at the 
same time that our absolute con- 


viction in the unity of the areas, 


and the necessity of uniting all its 
national forces is a strategic mat- 
ter not only dictated by the pre- 
sent and future confrontation 
with the local, imperialist and ex- 
pansionist Iranian enemy but also 
by the rapid social and economic 
development which pushes 
towards political unity despite the 


big obstructions laid by the rulers 
of the Emirates to consolidate 
disunity and despite the stumbling 
block laid by the imperialists and 
other reactionary regimes to hold 
on to their intersts. Therefore, the 
national forces in Oman and the 
Arab Gulf areas are called upon to 
take into consideration the his- 
torical path of development and 
to take the highest forms of sup- 
port and unity amonst themselves 
and create organizational structu- 
res capable of consolidating their 
abilities to face the dangers sur- 
rounding them and holding on to 
the gains achieved during its long 
struggle against the imperialists 
and reactionaries. 

« Our Omani people have 
struggled for long years and will 
continue to struggle using all 
means to ralise the following ob- 
jectives: 

« ONE) LIBERATION OF 
OMAN FROM ALL FORMS OF 
COLONIAL OCCUPATION AND 
PRESENCE AND REALISATION 
OF INDEPENDANCE. TO AC- 
COMPLISH THIS GOAL, IT IS 
NECESSARY TO: 

«1) Cancel all the secret and 
open boundary treaties with the 
United Kingdom and other im- 
perialist States. 

«2) Remove all the. British, 
American and Iranian bases from 
the Omani mainland and occupied 
islands. 

«3) Withdraw all the British, 
Irnaian and mercenary forces and 
the relief of all the foreign officers 
and advisers in Oman. 

TWO) ESTABLISHMENT OF 
NATIONAL DEMOCRACY 
THROUGH THE FOLLOWING 
MEANS: 


11) To abolish the tribal Sul- 
tanic rule based on inheritance 
within the client Al-Busaid family. 

«2) To establish the People’s 


-Democratic Republic based on the 


power and the alliance of the 
working Omani national democra- 
tic people; 

«3) To establish a popular 
elected legislative assembly on 
truly democratic bases. This as- 
sembly is to lay down a progressi- 
ve constitution for the country. 

PO)LITICAL 


«THREE) TO PROVIDE ALL PO-, 
LITICAL AND DEMOCRATIC 


RIGHTS THROUGH THE FOL- 


LOWING MEANS: 

«1) The release of all political 
prisoners and the liquidation of 
the British, American, Jordanian 
and Iranian secret police ensuring 
stability and content for the mas- 
ses. 

«2) Abolition of the martial 
law imposed on most of the pro- 
vinces of Oman and to demolish 
the barbed wire fences built 
around the coastal line in order to 
allow the citizens to move freely 
between the country-side and the 
capital. 

«3) To ensure the return of all 
the democratic elements among 
whom are these forced out of the 


IN OMAN 


country- due to its activities. 

«4) To ensure the freedom of 
the Press, grouping and speech for 
all the national Omani masses. 

«FOUR) TO FOLLOW A 
CORRECT ECONOMIC POLICY 
ENSURING THE PEOPLES CON- 
TROL OVER THEIR WEALTH 
AND DEDICATING IT FOR 
NATIONAL DEVELOPMENT 
PROJECTS. THIS REQUIRES 
THE FOLLOIWNG: 

«1) The nationalization of oil 
companies to ensure the full con- 
trol of the people and to abolish 
all incompetent concessions signed 
by the traitorous rulers thus dedi- 
cating the national wealth for 
building an independent national 
economy serving our people and 
our nation and humanity out of 
oil company’s control: These com- 
panies are looting huge profits at 
the expense of our people for the 
fact they are manipulating world 
prices. 


«2) To establish strong natio- 
nal industry using the huge na- 
tional and natural wealths in our 
country. These wealths which 
should not be left to the foreign 
companies which extract these 
wealths for the foreign monopolies 
and the local ruling traitors. 

«3) To establish a state bank 
and. naitonalizing the insurance 
companies and the foreign banks, 
controlling the national economy, 
and the insurance companies. 

«4) To expand the exchange 
between Oman and the other 
states which respect the indepen- 
dence and sovereignty of Omani 
people on their soil arising of 
equality and common interests. 

«5) To develop animal and 
marine wealth and to establish 
by-products industry. 

«FIVE) TO LIBERATE THE 
FARMER FROM THE FEUDAL 
BACKWARD RELATIONS AND 
TO FOLLOW <A CORRECT 
AGRARIAN POLICY FOR 


RAISING THE STANDARD OF- 


THE FARMERS IN ORDER TO 
SERVE NATIONAL ECONOMY. 
TO ACCOMPLISH THIS, IT IS 
NECESSARY TO: 

«1) To apply a law of agrarian 
reform ensuring the farmers to 
benefit from the land. To apply 
the motto (the land for the toil- 
ers) without discrimination due to 
tribal, race or any other reasons. 

«2) To confiscate. the land 
granted to the foreign companies 
and the foreign colonialists, and to 
distribute these lands to the 
farmers: 

«3) To reclaim the virgin land 
and to distribute it to the farmers 
giving concern to underground 
water for development and irri- 
gation system in the country. 

«4) To encourage the farmers 
cooperatives and to furnish them 
with seeds, fertilisers and agricul- 
tural equipments. 

«5) To help the farmers deve- 
lop the agricultural production.» 


© 


THE 1936-39 REVOLT IN PALESTINE : 
BACKGROUND, DETAILS AND ANALYSIS 


The Palestine Communist Party remained isolated from the political 
reality until the end of 1930, which was the year its Seventh Congress was 
held. In the resolutions passed by the Congress, the Party admitted that it 
had «essentially adopted an erroneous attitude towards the issue of 
Palestinian nationalism, and the status of the Jewish national minority in 
Palestine and its role vis-a-vis the Arab masses. The Party had failed to 
become active among the Arab masses and remained isolated by working 
exclusively among Jewish workers. Its isolation was illustrated by the Party’s 
negative attitude during the Arab uprising of 1929 ».27 

Although in practice the Party systematically attacked the Palestinian 
bourgeoisie — which at the time was in a difficult position — and although it 
never adopted the policy of popular fronts and alliances with the revolu- 
tionary classes, the records of the Seventh Congress held in 1930-1931 
provide a most valuable political analysis. As shown in these records, the 
Party considered solving the Arab national question as one of the primary 
tasks of revolutionary struggle. It viewed its isolation from the Arab mass 
movement as the result of a « Zionist-influenced deviation that prevented 
the Arabization of the Party ». The documents mention « opportunist 
efforts to block the Arabization of the Party ». The Congress adopted the 
view that it was the duty of the Party to expand the cadres of the 
revolutionary forces capable of directing the activity of the peasants — that 
is cadres of revolutionary Arab workers. The « Arabization » of the Party, its 
transformation into a real party of the toiling Arab masses was the first 
condition of the success of its activity in the rural areas.28 

The Party, however, proved incapable of carrying out the task of 
mobilizing Arabs, and the revolutionary slogans adopted by the Congress 
were never translated into action : « Not a single dunum to the Imperialist 
and Zionist usurpers », « the revolutionary expropriation of land belonging 
to the government, to rich Jewish developers, Zionist factions and big Arab 
land-owners and farmers », « No recognition of agreements on the sale of 
land » the struggle against Zionist usurpers ».29 The Congress had also 
decided that « it is possible to solve all the burning issues and end oppression 
only through armed revolution under the leadership of the working 
class ».30 The Palestine Communist Party was thus never « Arabized ». The 
field was open for the domination of the Arab mass movement by the feudal 
and religious leaderships. Perhaps one reason behind the line and practices of 
the Party at that time was the uncompromizing revolutionary attitude for 
which the Cominterm was famous between 1929 and 1934. But despite their 
small number, their relative isolation and their failure to reach the Arab 
masses, particularly in the rural areas, the communists threw all their weight 
into the 1936 revolt. They showed great courage, cooperated with some of 
the local leaders, and supported the Mufti ; many of them were killed and 
arrested. But they did not succeed in becoming an influential force. 


wes ee 
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Apparently the slogan of Arabization got lost somewhere later on ; nearly 


ten years later, on 22/1/1946, Izvestia dared to compare the « struggle of the 
Jews » in Palestine with the Bolshevik struggle before 1917. 


In any case, the resolutions of the Seventh Congress of the Palestine 
Communist Party have only been revealed recently ; the process of Arabi- 
zation did not take place, and despite the educational role played by the 
Party and the contributions it made to the struggle in this field, it did not 
play the role projected for it by its Seventh Congress in the Palestinian 
national struggle movement at that time. During the 1936 revolt the Party 
split. There was also another fundamental split in 1948, and another in 
1965, for reasons connected with Arabization ; the dissidents advocated a 
« constructive » attitude towards Zionism. 

This failure of the Communist Party, the weakness of the rising Arab 
bourgeoisie and the disunity of the Arab labour movement meant that the 
feudal-religious leaderships were cast to play a fundamental role as the 
situation escalated to the point of explosion of 1936. i 


THE PEASANTS 


Such was the situation concerning the workers at the outbreak of the 
1936 revolt. However, what we have considered so far dealt only with one 
domain in which the conflict raged between the Jewish and Arab societies in 
Palestine and later inside each of these societies. 

The other domain is the rural areas, where the conflict assumed its 
primarily nationalist form. Despite the fact that a large share of Jewish 
capital was allocated to rural areas, and despite the presence of British 
impeiralist military forces and the immense pressure exerted by the adminis- 
trative machine in favor of the Zionists, the latter achieved only minimal 
result, with respect to the settlement of land (a total of 6,752 new 
colonizing settlers). They nevertheless, seriously damaged the status of the 
Arab rural population : Ownership by Jewish groups of urban and rural land 
rose from 300,000 dunums in 1929 to 1,250.000 dunums in 1930. The 
purchased land was insignificant from the point of view of mass colonization 
and of the settlement of the « Jewish problem ». But the expropriation of 
nearly one million dunums — almost one-third of the agricultural land — led 
to a severe impoverishment of Arab peasants and Bedouins. By 1931, 20,000 
peasant families had been evicted by the Zionists. Furthermore, agricultural 
life in the underdeveloped world, and the Arab world inparticular, is not 
merely a mode of production, but equally a way of social, religious and 
ritual life. Thus, in addition to the loss of land, the Arab rural society was 
being destroyed by the process of colonization. 

Until 1931, only 151 per thousand Jews depended on agriculture for 


living, compared to 637 per thousand Arabs. Of nearly 119,000 peasants, 
about 11,000 were Jews. (31) Whereas, in 1931, 19.1% of the Jewish 
population worked in agriculture, 59 % of the Arabs of Palestine lived off 
the land. 

In 1931, 30 % of Arab peasants owned no land, while nearly 50 % of the 
rest owned plots that were too small to meet their living requirements. While 
250 feudal landlords owned 4 million dunums, 25,000 peasant families were 
landless, and 46,000 owned an average of 100 dunums. 15,000 hired 
agricultural laborors worked for landlords. According to a survey of 322 
Arab villages conducted in 1936. 47% of the peasants owned less than 7 
dunums, and 63 % less than 20 dunums. (Lhe minimum required to feed an 
average family was 130 dunums).3- 

Although they lived under the triple pressure of Zionist invasion, Arab 
feudal ownership of the land and the heavy taxes imposed’ by the Mandatory 
Government, the Palestinian rural masses were primarily conscious of the 
national challenge. During the uprisings of 1929 and 1933, many small Arab 
peasants sold their lands to big landlords in order to buy arms to resist the 
Zionist invasion and the British Mandate. lt was this invasion which, by 
threatening a way of life in which religions tradition and honor played an 
important role, enabled the feudal-clerical leaderships to remain in a position 
of leadership to remain in a position of Jeadership, despite the crimes they 
had committed. In many cases. it was feudal elements that bought the land 
to sell it to Jewish capital. 

Between 1933 and 1936. 20.7% of all the land purchased by Zionists 
belonged to landowners residing in Palestine, 14.9 ‘7 to absentee landlords. 
20.8 % to resident landowners and only 3.4 % to small peasants.33 


The laws passed by the Mandatory Governement were designed to serve 
the objectives of Jewish settlement ; although they were framed in such a 
way as to suggest that peasants were protected against being evicted or 
forced to sell, in reality they provided nostch protection. This was 
illustrated in the cases of Wadi al-Hawarith, an area of 40.000 dunum, the 
village of Shatta with its 16,000 dunums and many other villageswhere the 
land was seized by Zionists after having evicted its inhabitants. As a result. 
the 50,000 Jews who lived in agricultural settle mentsowned 1,200,000 
dunums — an average ol 24 per inhabitant while 500.000 Arabs owned less 
than 6,000,000, an average of less than 12 dunums per inhabitant.44 The 
case of the 8,730 peasants evicted from. Marj Ibn Amer (240.000sdunums). 
where the land was sold to Zionists by the Beirut feudal family of Sursock, 
remained suspended until the end of the Mandate in to4s:33 

« Every plot of land bought by Jews made foreign to Arabs as if it had 
been amputated from the body of Palestine and removed to another 
country.36 These words were those of a big Palestinian nationalist leader. He 
added: « According to the Jews, 10% of the land was purchased from 
peasants, and the rest from big landlords... But the fact 25 % of the land 
belonged to peasants. »37 This apologetic attitude on the part of the 
feudalist does not change the fact that. as reported by Jewish sources of the 
total land acquired hy three large Jewish companies. by 1936 (which 
accounted for half the land purchased by Jewish capital up the that date). 
52.6 % belonged to absentee landlords, 24.6 % to residing landlords, 13.4 % 
from the government. churches and foreign .¢Ompanies. and 9:4% from 
individual peasants.35 

The transfer of land ownership created an expanding class of dispossessed 
peasants who turned to seasonal salaried labor. The majority eventually 
made their way to the cities and sought unskilled labor. «For a peasant who 
was evicted from his land. it was impossible to secure another land, and the 
compensation was usually very small except in cases where the Mukhtar 
(Mayor) or other village notables were involved.» 3° 

The majority of dispossessed peasants thus moved to cities and towns. 
« In Jaffa, most of the street cleaners were ex-villagers =the Arab Cigarette 
and Tobacco Company in Nazareth reported that most of its workers were 
also of village origin »¢0 The following illustrates the fate of immigrating 
peasants : « We asked the Company how many workers it employed and the 
answer was 210. The total weekly wages paideto the workers were PL 26. 
amounting to an average of 29.5 piastres per worker per week. o4l At that 
time, the average weekly wages of a Jewish woman worker in tobacco 
factories ranged between 170 and 230 piastres a week.42 Even in govern- 
ment employment, an average Jewish worker earned over 100‘; more than 
this Arab counterpart.+3 In 1931. the Johnson-Crosby commission estima 
ted the average annual income of a peasant at PL 31.37, betore tan 
deductions. The report further indicated that average tax deductions amoun- 
ted to PL 3.37. If we further deducted the PL 3 that the average peasant 
paid as interest on his loans, his net income would amount to PL 18.5. 
According to the same report, the average sum required to cover the 
expenses of a peasant family was PL 26. « The peasants, in fact, were the 
most heavily taxed group in Palestine... the policy pursued by the govern- 
ment clearly aimed at placing the peasant in an economic situation that 
would ensure the establishment of a Jewish national home.» 44 

Clearly then, Jewish immigration and the transformation of the Pales- 
tinian economy from an essentially Arab agricultural economy to an 
industrial economy dominated by Jewish capital, affected primarily the 
small Arab peasants. Tax exemptions were granted meanwhile to Jewish 
immigrants, as well as exemptions covering the imports related to Jewish 


industries, such as certain raw materials, unfinished products, coal... etc. 
Customs duty on imported consumer goods rose. The average import tax 
rose from 10% at the beginning of the Mandate to more than 26 % by 
1936: 110% on sugar, 149% on tobacco, 208% on petrol, 400% on 
matches and 26 % on coffee.45 


An illustration of government policy is provided by the following story 
told by Archbishop Gregorius Hajjar to the Peel Commission : « I was once 
in the village of Roma in the Acre District, where the inhabitants live off the 
production of olive oil. For a long time, they had been complaining to the 
High Commissioner about the Oil Company. The Company received help 
trom the government in the form of tax exemption on its imports of ground 
nuts trom. which it extracted oil and mixed it with olive oil and sold it at 
lower prices. The people in the village asked that their oil be protected 
against the Company’s product. and the government formed a committee to 
hear the villagers’ complaints. When the committee went to Roma the 
villagers were furious to tind out that its chairman was no other than the 
director of the Company. »40 

On the other hand. the tax system was clearly discriminatory in favor of 
the rich. On a yearly income of PL 23.370 the tax rate was 25 %, while 
salaries and earnings that exceeded PL 1.000 per year were subject to 12 % 
in taxes. »47 

The small and middle peasants were not only impoverished as a result of 


‘losing their land. but were also the victims of Zionist practices that were 


based on the slogans of « Jewish labor only ». und « Jewish products only ». 
Jewish industrialists employed only Jewish workers, paid them higher wages 
and sold their produets at higher prices. « Jews were encouraged to give 
preference to buying Jewish products although at higher prices than those of 
Arab competitors. ».48 

Raw materials were exempted from custom duty, while high taxes were 
imposed on imported goods, particularly if similar goods were locally 
produced by Jewisli factories. 

On the other hand, the class that was known us the « effendi class », and 
lived in the town, derived their income from agricultural land rented to 
peasants and from interests on loans to peasants. (The Effendis did not 
begin to invest in industry until the forties). This form of exploitation was 
by far ruinous to the peasants than Zionist colonization. 

Another rural group was the « Bedouins », who counted 66,553 in 1931 
(in 1922 there were 103,000 Bedouin living in Palestine). They were to play 
a-principle role in the 1936 revolt. as they dic during the August 1922 
uprising. The Bedouins. who counted nearly 35°%-of the»population, 
constituted a potential revolutionary force, « turned desparate because of 
severe impovershment and constant hunger : they were always on the verge 
of armed uprisings: Their participation in the August uprising showed that 
they could play a leading role in a mass revolt. They were constantly 
providing the army of landless peasants and semi-proletarians with new 
hands and mouths. »49 

In the meantime, the fragmented Arab urban petty-bourgeoisie was in a 
state of confusion, indecision and fragmentation ; the speed at which society 
Was ebeing transformed into a Jewish industrial society gave neither the 
bourgeoisie nor the feudalists the chance to take part in or to profit from the 
process. It was, therefore, by no means surprizing that most of the 
Palestinian leaders who testified before. the Peel Commission in 1937, and 
betore the previous commissions. had eulogized Ottoman-imperialism and 
praised the way it had treated them as compared with British-imperialism. 
They had been the instrument of the Porte. the bulwark of the Sultan and an 
integral part of the system of domination, oppression and exploitation, 
whereas British imperialism had dismissed them from the post of chief agent, 
because it had found a better qualified, more firmly established and more 
highly organized agent in-theZionist movement. 


In this way. the main outlines of the fundamental role that the feudal 
clerical leadership were to play were established — it was to be a « struggle » 
for a better position in the colonialist regime. But they could not engage in 
this « struggle » without rallying around their support, the classes that were 
eager to free themselves from the yoke of colonization. With this end in 
view. they drew up a programme that was progressive clearly, adopted mass 


slogans which they were neither willing nor able to push to their logical 


conclusion, and followed a pattern of struggle which was quite out of 
character. 

Of course these leaderships did not have absolute freedom of action, as 
many people like to suggest ; on the contrary, they were exposed to all the 
pressures that were shaping the course of events, to the increasing intensity 
of the conflicts and to all the influences we have already discussed. This 
explains why there developed from time to time partial contradictions 
between their interests and those of the ruling classes in the Arab countries 
surrounding Palestine, although they sharged the same class interests. It also 
explains their widescale alliances within the class structure in Palestine. 


$ We will include the footnctes for the first two parts of this study in the next issue. 


living, compared to 637 per thousand Arabs. Of nearly 119,000 peasants, 
about 11,000 were Jews. (31) Whereas, in 1931, 19.1% of the Jewish 
population worked in agriculture, 59 % of the Arabs of Palestine lived off 
the land. 

In 1931, 30 % of Arab peasants owned no land, while nearly 50 % of the 
rest owned plots that were too small to meet their living requirements. While 
250 feudal landlords owned 4 million dunums, 25,000 peasant families were 
landless, and 46,000 owned an average of 100 dunums. 15,000 hired 
agricultural laborors worked for landlords. According to a survey of 322 
Arab villages conducted in 1936, 47% of the peasants owned less than 7 
dunums, and 63 % less than 20 dunums. (Ihe minimum required to feed an 
average family was 130 dunums).3- 

Although they lived under the triple pressure of Zionist invasion, Arab 
feudal ownership of the land and the heavy taxes imposed by the Mandatory 


Government, the Palestinian rural masses were primarily conscious of the — 


national challenge. During the uprisings of 1929 and 1933. many small Arab 
peasants sold their lands to big landlords in order to buy arms to resist the 
Zionist invasion and the British Mandate. It was this invaston which, by 
threatening a way of life in which religions tradition and honor played an 
important role, enabled the feudal-clerical leuderships to remain in a position 
of leadership to remain in a position of Jeadership. despite the crimes they 
had committed. In many cases. it was feudal elements that bought the land 
to sell it to Jewish capital. 
Between 1933 and 1936. 26.7% of all the land purchased by Zionists 

belonged to landowners residing in Palestine, 14.9 to absentee landlords, 
20.8 % to resident landowners and only 3.4 % to small peasants.33 


The laws passed by the Mandatory Governement were designed to serve 
the objectives of Jewish settlement ; although they were framed in such a 
way as to suggest that peasants were protected against being evicted or 
forced to sell, in reality they provided nostch protection. This was 
illustrated in the cases of Wadi al-Hawarith, an area of 40.000 dunum, the 
village of Shatta with its 16.000 dunums and many other villages where the 
land was seized by Zionists after having evicted its inhabitants. As a result. 
the 50,000 Jews who lived in agricultural setthements.owned 1,200,000 
dunums — an average of 24 per inhabitant while 500.000 Arabs owned less 
than 6,000,000, an average of less than 12 dunums per inhahbitant.24 The 
case of the 8,730 peasants evicted from Marj hn Amer (240,000s¢unums). 
where the-land was sold to Zionists by the Beirut feudal family of Sursock. 
remained suspended until the end of the Mandate fir 1948.35 

« Every plot of land bought by Jews made foreign to Arabs as if it had 
been amputated from the body of Palestine and removed to another 
country.36 These words were those of a big Palestinian nationalist leader. He 
added : « According to the Jews. 10% of the land was purchased from 
peasants, and the rest trom big landlords... But the fact 25 % of the land 
belonged to peasants. »37 This apologetic attitude on the part of the 
feudalist does not change the fact that. as reported by Jewish sources of the 
total land acquired by three large Jewish companies. by 1936 (which 
accounted for half the land purchased by Jewish capital up the that date), 
52.6 % belonged to absentee landlords. 24.6 % to residing landlords. 13.4 % 
from the government. churches and foreign companies. and 9:4% from 
individual peasants.36 

The transfer of land ownership created an expanding class of dispossessed 
peasants who turned to seasonal salaried labor. The majority eventually 
made their way to the cities and sought unskilled labor. «For a peasant who 
was evicted from his land. it was impossible to secure another land, and the 
compensation was usually very small except in cases where the Mukhtar 
(Mayor) or other village notables were involved.» ont 


The majority of dispossessed peasants thus moved to cities’and towns. 
« In Jaffa, most of the street cleaners were ex-villagers athe Arab Cigarette 
and Tobacco Company in Nazareth reported that most of its workers were 
also of village origin »40 The following illustrates the fate of immigrating 
peasants : « We asked the Company how many workers it employed and the 
answer was 210. The total weekly wages paid.to the workers were PL 26, 
amounting to an average of 29.5 piastres per worker per week. oAl At that 
time, the average weekly wages of a Jewish woman worker in tobacco 
factories ranged between 170 and 230 piustres a week.42 Even in govern- 
ment employment, an average Jewish worker earned over 100‘; more than 
this Arab counterpart.43 In 1931, the Johnson-Crosby commission estima 
ted the average annual income of a peasant at PL 31.37. betore tax 
deductions. The report further indicated that average tax deductions amoun- 
ted to PL 3.37. If we further deducted the PL3 that the average peasant 
paid as interest on his loans, his net income would amount to PL 18.5. 
According to the same report, the average sum required to cover the 
expenses of a peasant family was PL 26. « The peasants, in fact, were the 
most heavily taxed group in Palestine... the policy pursued by the govern- 
ment clearly aimed at placing the peasant in an economic situation that 
would ensure the establishment of a Jewish national home.» 44 

Clearly then, Jewish immigration and the transformation of the Pales- 
tinian economy from an essentially Arab agricultural economy to an 
industrial economy dominated by Jewish capital, affected primarily the 
small Arab peasants. Tax exemptions were granted meanwhile to Jewish 
immigrants, as well as exemptions covering the imports related to Jewish 


industries, such as certain raw materials, unfinished products, coal... etc. 
Customs duty on imported consumer goods rose. The average import tax 
rose from 10% at the beginning of the Mandate to more than 26 % by 
1936: 110% on sugar, 149% on tobacco, 208 % on petrol, 400 % on 
matches and 26 % on coffee.45 


An illustration of government policy is provided by the following story 
told by Archbishop Gregorius Hajjar to the Peel Commission : « I was once 
in the village of Roma in the Acre District, where the inhabitants live off the 
production of olive oil. For a long time, they had been complaining to the 
High Commissioner about the Oil Company. The Company received help 
trom the government in the form of tax exemption on its imports of ground 
nuts from which it extracted oil and mixed it with olive oil and sold it at 
lower prices. The people in the village asked that their oil be protected 
against the Company’s product. and the government formed a committee to 
hear the villagers’ complaints. When the committee went to Roma the 
Villagers were furious to find out that its chairman was no other than the 
director of the Company. »46 

On the other hand. the taxssystem was clearly discriminatory in favor of 
the rich. On a yearly income of PL 23.370 the tax rate was 25 %, while 
salaries and earnings that exceeded PL 1.000 per year were subject to 12% 
in taxes. »47 

The small and middle peasants were not only impoverished as a result of 


‘losing their land, but were also the victims of Zionist practices that were 


based on the slogans of « Jewish labor only ». and « Jewish products only ». 
Jewish industrialists employed only Jewish workers, paid them higher wages 
and sold their products at higher prices. « Jews were encouraged to give 
preference to buying Jewish products although at higher prices than those of 
Arab competitors. »-48 

Raw materials were exempted from custom duty, while high taxes were 
imposed on imported goods, particularly if similar goods were locally 
produced by Jewish factories. 

On the other hand, the class that was known as the « effendi class », and 
lived in the town, derived their income from agricultural land rented to 
peasants and from interests om loans to peasants. (The Effendis did not 
begin to invest in industry until the forties). This form of exploitation was 
by far ruinous to the peasants than Zionist colonization. 

Another rural group was the « Bedouins », who counted 66,553 in 1931 
(in 1922 there were 103,000 Bedouin living in Palestine). They were to play 
a principle role in the 1936 revolt. as they dic during the August 1922 
uprising. The Bedouins, who counted nearly 35-%-of the»population, 
constituted a potential revolutionary force, « turned desparate because of 
severe impovershment and constant hunger ; they were always on the verge 
of armed uprisings: Their participation in the August uprising showed that 
they could play a leading role in a mass revolt. They were constantly 
providing the army of landless peasants and semi-proletarians with new 
hands and mouths. »49 

In the meantime, the fragmented Arab urban petty-bourgeoisie was in a 
state of confusion, indecision and fragmentation : the speed at which society 
was being transformed into a Jewish industrial society gave neither the 
bourgeoisie nor the feudalists the chance to take part in or to profit from the 
process. It was. therefore. by no means surprizing that most of the 
Palestinian leaders who testified before. the Peel Commission in 1937, and 
before the previous commissions. had eulogized Ottoman-imperialism and 
praised the way it had treated them as compared with British-imperialism. 
They had been the instrument of the Porte. the bulwark of the Sultan and an 
integral part of the system of domination, oppression and exploitation, 
whereas British imperialism had dismissed them from the post of chief agent, 
because it had found a better qualified, more firmly established and more 
highly organized agent in-the:Zionist movement. 


In this way. the main outlines ef the fundamental role that the feudal 
clerical leadership were to play were established — it was to be a « struggle » 
for a better position in the colonialist regime. But they could not engage in 
this struggle » without rallying around their support, the classes that were 
eager to free themselves from the yoke of colonization. With this end in 
view. they drew up a programme that was progressive clearly, adopted mass 


slogans which they were neither willing nor able to push to their logical 


conclusion, and followed a pattern of struggle which was quite out of 
charmeter 

Of course these leaderships did not have absolute freedom of action, as 
many people like to suggest ; on the contrary, they were exposed to all the 
pressures that were shaping the course of events, to the increasing intensity 
of the conflicts and to all the influences we have already discussed. This 
explains why there developed from time to time partial contradictions 
between their interests and those of the ruling classes in the Arab countries 
surrounding Palestine, although they gharged the same class interests. It also 
explains their widescale alliances within the class structure in Palestine. 


*k We will include the footnctes for the first two parts of this study in the next issue. 


THE ETHIOPIAN 
SITUATION AND 
THE QUESTION 
OF ERITREA 


The recent execution in Ethio- 
pia of sixty personalities is a turn- 
ing point in the coup d’Etat of 
February 1974. The «quiet revo- 
lution» is now over and a new 
‘period of confrontation is begin- 
ning. It is clear now that it was 
only a matter of time before the 
contradictions within the military 
brass appeared. One of the reasons 
that delayed the break-up was the 
student-worker demonstrations 
that kept demanding a civilian 
government. 

The coup started as a mildly 
radical one, ready to compromise 

n issues and with forces. It was a 
chance for the military to put 
aside the critical issues that are 
facing Ethiopia. The most impor- 
tant of these are, the Eritrean 
question, the spreading famine, 
the necessity for agricultural re- 
form and the corruption in the 
state. The recent events although 
overshadowing these, are the re- 
sult of them. 

! One can compare the Ethio- 

| pian experionce now, with that of 
Egypt in 1953 and °54. A struggle 
for power amongst the officers 

` while the political line remains a 
mystery not only to the outside 
world but also to the Ethiopian 
people. The force that most suf- 
fers from this situation is the 
Eritrean revolution and its official 
body, the Eritrean Liberation 
Front (ELF) which agreed to open 
negotiations with the new Ethio- 
pian regime, on the condition that, 
the regime recognise the ELF as 

- the sole representative of the 
Eritrean people. 
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THE NEW « ETHIOPIA » 
AND THE ERITREAN QUESTION 


Ethiopian Army : Tool of new regime’s aggression in Eritrea 


The ELF started its military 
operations in 1962, when the 
province was integrated with 
Ethiopia. During past history, like 
many other entities, Eritrea was 
under Ottoman colonisation until 
1865, when it came under British 
adminsitration located in Egypt. 
Its importance at that time stem- 


med from plans to open the Suez 
Canal reaching the Red Sea, on 
whose mouth lies Eritrea. In 1885 
Italy occupied the region in an 
attempt to share the wealth of 
Africa with the other colonialist 
countries. After World War II, Bri- 
tain inherited the colonisation of 
the area as a result of the peace 


treaty signed with Italy in 1947. 
The same year, a meeting of the 
foreign ministers of the four Great 
Powers was held in London to 
consider the disposal of Italy’s 
former colonies. Egypt then coun- 
tered the Ethiopian claim to the 
territory, and defended Eritrea’s 
independence. 


WORKING CLASS UNITY: A MUST FOR IRISH LIBERATION 


The following article is written 
by an Irish militant and expresses 
the personal views of the writer. 
The article aims to give a brief 
idea about the developments of 
the Irish people’s struggle in 
Northern Ireland, and mentions 
the major turning points in its 
course. The PFLP Bulletin opens 
its pages to other Irish militants to 
express their views regarding their 
struggle as long as they are in the 
spirit of clarifying the present si- 
tuation in Ireland to the readers. 


The working class in Northern 
Ireland is divided into two main 
groups protestant and catholic. 
The catholics are mainly the na- 
tive Irish with very strong na- 
tionalist feelings. The protestants 
are the decendants of Scotch and 
English Farmers (settlers) who 


D 


Be 


were brought to Ireland by the 
English invaders and given the 
land of the dispossed Irish. This 
has always been the main diffe- 
rence between the two groups. It 
was in England’s interest that the 
protestant population should 
grow, so they were always in a 
better economic position than the 
catholics. The catholics were for- 
ced to immigrate in large numbers; 
even until quite recent times, 
there is a large protestant working 
class. Until 1969, the protestants 
were led by feudal lords, it is only 
since then that the capitalists have 
emerged to take the leadership, 
but inspite of that in some protes- 
tant orgnaizations the first work- 
ing class leadership has emerged. 


One of the most important de- 
velopments in Norther Ireland was 
the growth of the civil rights or- 


ganisation in 1968 which crossed 
the RELIGIOUS line and or- 
ganised the mass of the catholic 
minority and some of the pro- 
testants on broad issues. Under 
this broad unbrella, catholics, pro- 
testants, nationalists and socialists 
were able to meet and discuss 
their various difficulties. The pro- 
testant Storment government saw 
their power slipping away as a 
result of the working class of all 
religious denominations building a 
class concious movement. They 
planned and carried out sectarian 
attacks on catholic areas this led 
to the formation of catholic na- 


tionalist organizations to retaliate, 
it also led to the erection of bar- 
ricades dividing catholic and pro- 
testant areas, which made it al- 
most impossible for concious 
working class elements in both 


communities to meet and discuss 
their problems. 

The civil rights organizations 
found it increasingly difficult to 
organise the masses and to get 
them out on the streets to de- 
monstrate. The situation got 
worse with increased sectarian at- 
tacks against hotels, restaurants 
and public bars coming mainly 
from the catholic areas. This was 
combined with increasing attacks 
on the British Army which led to 
the introduction of internment 
without charge or trial in 1971. 
This policy was directed aganist 
the nationalist and socialist orga- 
nisations. 


Meanwhile some protestant lo- 
yalists were organising themselves 
into para-military groups to 
counter attack the nationalist 
groups. This caused an escalation 


anh 


But the status of Eritrea was 
settled to Ethiopia’s satisfaction 
when in 1950 the United Nations 
adopted a plan for federation 
between Eritrea and Ethiopia 
under the Ethiopian crown. A 
two-year transitional period was 
decided upon, and in September 
1952, Eritrea was federated with 
Ethiopia. Ten years later the 
integration took place. 

All of the above actions were 
taken against the will of the Eri- 
trean people, denying them the 
right to self-determination. This 
119,000 sq. km. with a population 
of 13 million enjoys a very im- 
portant strategic position for it 
lies on the Red Sea and is Ethio- 
pia’s only outlet to the ocean. It is 
also rich in agricultural products, 
animal wealth, minerals and oil. 

The struggle in Eritrea started 
with ten fighters having between 
them five World War II rifles. The 
ELF held pits first Congress in 
1962, and/in 1963 its first major 
attack took place at Hieoteh — 
this resulted in the capture of fifty 
rifles 4rom the Ethiopian army. 


__-Fhe development of the struggle 


lead to the integration of the large 
poor-peasant class under the 
leadership of the ELF. 

The ELF, which is now split 
into two organisations, the Revo- 
lutionary Council (RC) and the 
Popular Liberation Forces (PLF) 
has not been able to reach a for- 
mula to unite On november 27th, 
1974, Saleh Osman Sa bey, the 
official spokesman of the ELF 
called on the «sisterly Arab*coun- 
tries to help the ELF to unify its 
ranks because the conflicts within 
the Front reflect to a great extent 
the conflicts within the Arab 
countries). 

Sabbey referred to the execu- 
tion of General Aman Andom, the 
former head of the military coun- 
cil in Ethiopia, who was of Eri- 
trean origin and who favoured a 
negotiated settlement with Eri- 
trea. He said that he now expected 
an escalation of Ethiopian action 
against the Eritrean rebels and 


in sectarian attacks and assassina- 
tions and led to the first protes- 
tants being interned. 

Through out all this there was 
an active armed socialist organiza- 
tion taking a pricipled stand and 
calling for the unity of the work- 
ing class and for an end to all 
sectarian attacks. They had been 
attacked at different times by 
both the nationalist and protes- 
tant loyalist organisations. At that 
stage there were almost 2,000 
people interned, the loyalists and 
socialists found they could co- 
operate on some issues within the 
prison camps and on at least one 
occasion when the socialists were 
attacked physically by the natio- 
nalists the loyalist prisoners came 
to their aid. 

The collapse of the Stormont 
government and the introduction 
of direct rule from London saw a 
further escalation of sectarianism 
and assassinations which at one 
period averaged ten a day. There 
was an increasing awareness and 


added, that the rebels were well- 
equiped to defend themselves and 


wage «a war of harrassment» 
against Ethiopian troops in the 
major cities. Agency reports from 
Asmara have reported large move- 
ments of Ethiopian troops into 
Eritrea. A major offensive by the 
troops against the ELF is said to 
be planned by the new leadership. 
When Andom was deposed by 
Major Mengistu Haile Mariam, 
some observers noted the simi- 
larity of the event with that of 
Nasser deposing Nagib in 1954. As 
with Nasser, Major Mengistu is 
thought to be the engineer of the 
coup. Andom maintained an open 
respect for the legal and constitu- 
tional processes in steering the 
work and actions of the military 
council and had never made any 
attempt to seize personal power 
from the committee members. 

The policy gap between An- 
dom and the committee widened 
to a gulf in the last few weeks. For 
example, he is~known to have 
been reluctant to go along with 
the controversial campaign to get 
«students and teachers out into 
the rural areas to educate the mas- 
ses». A move whose suspected 
purpose is to keep students and 
teachers away from the political 
life of the capital, where they have 
demonstrated for a civilian govern- 
ment. 

This is not expected to be the 
last of the splits among the new 
young officers who took over 
from the «lion of Sheba» in a 
society that suffers from problems 
that have piled up since the 
14th century and which faces a 
strong national liberation move- 
ment waging armed struggle. It 
remains to be seen who of the 
120man armed forces coor- 
dinating committee will emerge to 
lead Ethiopia into the modern 
world. The world of realities: the 
independence of Eritrea and the 
struggle to supply Ethiopia with 
food for the: masses who suffer 
most from the famine. 5 uy 


conflict within the leadership of 
the loyalist organizations which 
led to the execution of some 
leaders with left wing ideas. 
British Army plain clothes squads 
of the S.A.S. Regiment have been 
responsible for some assassinations 
to compound sectarian feelings. In 
the north, generally the people are 
tired of all this sectarian violence 
and are turning to the liberal po- 
litical parties. The militant natio- 
nalist organisations find that their 
support is decreasing and that it is 
much more difficult to operate 
among a people who are growing 
more hostile. They have launched 
a bombing campaign in England 
which can only serve to confuse 
and divide the English working 
class, the reaction after the Bir- 
mingham bombs emphasize this, 
with outbreaks of  racialism 
English workers attacking Irish 
workers. 

There is only one solution, 
there is only one way forward, a 
united working class. 


CABANAS : PERSONIFICATION OF MEXICAN RESISTANCE 


The right wing of Latin Ameri- 
ca has come to recognize that the 
only way they can ensure their 
survival is through: conducting an 
intensive campaign of terror 
against the regional democratic 
and progressive forces. One can 
readily point to the repression 
that the people of Chile expe- 
rience at the hands of the fascist 
military junta. In its eternal quest 
to stem the revolutionary spirit of 
the Chilean people, the junta on 
October 5, 74, killed the first 
secretary-general of MIR, MI- 
GUEL ENRIQUEZ. The junta 
however, is still haunted by the 
organized resistance to fascism, 
which has grown out of the Enri- 
quez spirit: «Let’s convert our 
hate and anger into an organized 
resistance.» 

This motto has become the 
battle cry of Latin American revo- 
lutionaries in their struggle to halt 
fascism, by invoking People’s rule. 
In Argentina, though fascism is or: 
the rise, the regime is quite swaré 
that the revolutionary forces like 
the People’s Revolutionary Army 
(ERP), led by Mario Santucho, is 
amassing greater strength. 

More recently, the Mexican 
army culminated its years-long 
search for guerilla leader Lucio 
Cabanas Barrientes, by murdering 
him and various of his comrades 
on December 2, 1974, in the state 
of Guerrero. 

Cabanas was the most known 
guerilla leader of Latin America 
since Che Guevara. 

He was a school teacher who 
fled to the mountains of the state 
of Guerrero after a protest at his 
school developed into a confron- 
tation with the police and resulted 
in 8deaths. He first joined the 
group led by Jenaro Vasquez- 
Rojas, another of Mexico’s’ best 
known guerrillas, and who was 
also mysteriously killed in a car 
wreck in 1972. 

Cabanas later formed a group 
Party of the Poor, which coordina- 
ting its actions with the Vasques 
Rojas group, dedicated themselves 
to the «total liberation of the 
people» of Mexico. They sought 
to destroy the widely-believed 
myth of a stable, tranquil Mexico 
and to carry on the true Mexican 
Revolution in the tradition of 
Emiliano Zapata. 

In a letter to the Mexican 
press, dated March 19, 1972, 
Lucio stated the reasons why they 
were struggling: 

1. Replace the government of 
the rich with a government of 
farmers, workers, intellectuals and 
other revolutionaries. 

2: That the new govemment 
provide laws protecting the rights 
and intersts of the people: right to 


vote, assemble, form unions, and 
political parties. 
3. To make these laws and 


protect interests, for workers to’ 


form own tribunals, select own 
judges, and arm themselves. 

4. Expropriate lands and fac- 
tories and other holdings from the 
rich nationals and non-citizens. 

5. Give workers the true value 
of their products and provide 
financial security for the families. 

7. That workers control all 
communication media and offer 
educational and informational 
programs for the poor. 

7. Enforce right of people te 
adequate housing, education, 
health, culture, leisure time at no 
cost. 

8. Give women equal rights in 
work, pay. voice in government. 
Protect children’s rights to good 
food, clothing, child care, and 
education. |: 

9. Provide old people and the 
sick with special housing and care, 
free food and clothing, adequate 
work and education. Provide pri- 
soners, whose imprisonment is 
caused by poverty or sickness, 
with a better life, protection 
against torture and maltreatment 
right to opinions, paid work, edu- 
cation, health care, and right to 
retum to society as free men-and 
women (workers) after serving 
sentence. 

10. Protect 


right of profes- 
sional workers and technicians to 


improve their ability to serve the 
working people. Right of artists to 
create and to further the spiritual 
progress of people. 

12. Protect rights of Indian 
campesinos driven to the moun- 
tains by Spanish. Unite in fight 
against discrimination with whole 
world, especially Chicanos, Blacks 
and other racial minorities in the 
WES: À 

14. Work for complete eco- 
nomic independence of Mexico. 

The El-Partido de Los Pobres 
(Party of the Poor) has planted 
the seeds for a revolutionary mov- 
ement in the countryside. Toco- 
plement it, the first nationwide 
guerilla organization has emerged 
under the banner of the «com- 
munist league of Sept. 23.» The 
combined and joint efforts of the 
rural-urban struggle have produced 


new objective conditions that have . 


profoundly disturbed Mexican 
politics, particularly in Mexico 
city, Guadalajara, Monterrey and 
Culiacan. 

What seems obvious is that 
once organized resistance takes 
firm root among the masses, set- 
backs such as the death of compa- 
nero Cabanas though painful, can 
never arrest the revolutionary pro- 
cess. 


THE LEGAL BASIS 


_ While the fate of peoples is not 
determined by purely legal agree- 
ments, it is, nevertheless, impor- 
tant to consider the effect of cer- 
tain legal agreements on the pos- 
sible course of future events. 
Regardless of well-phrased le- 
galities, historical contradictions 
have a way of reasserting them- 
selves and breaking through such 
legalities. 

The following article outlines 
some of the political consequences 
that flow from any kind of legal 
«settlement» of the question of 
Palestine. 


The proposed settlement for 
the so-called Arab-Israeli conflict 
involves more than one aspect. Its 
basis is United Nations Security 
Council resolution 242. This reso- 
‘lution involves Israel on one side 
and the Arab countries on the 
other — Egypt, Syria, and Jordan 
(Lebanon is not yet involved in 
resolution 242 but is involved in 
the cease-fire of 1949). Our con- 
cern in this article is the legal 
effects of a settlement on the Pa- 
lestinian cause. A settlement as 
perceived here is the termination 
of the state of war. 

Resolution 242 calls among 
other things for «peace» in the 
area on two basis: 

1) Israel should withdraw from 
all territories occupied during the 
June war of 1967. - 

2) In return Arab states are to 
recognize and respect the so- 
vereignty of all existing states in 
the area including Israel. In 
addition, the resolution affirms 
the right of these states to po- 
litical independence, peaceful exis- 
tence, and secure borders without 
threats or use of force. The reso- 
lution leaves open the method and 
terms of application. 

Inspite of all the developments 
that took place since the adoption 
of resolution 242 (November 
1967), it still remains the basis of 
the settlement, not considering 
such events as the emergence of 
Palestinian resistance and the Oc- 
tober: war nof TIB. SSecurity 
Council resolution 338, taken 
during the October war does not 
add nor change 242. It is merely a 
repetition of it. 


The termination of the state of 
war in international law is the 
legal preparation for establishing 
peace between two conflicting 
parties. This demands an end to all 
military operations and all actions 
involved for the preparation of a 
war, such as mobilizing or con- 
centrating troops on the borders, 
support for irregular forces that 
penetrate the enemy territories; it 
also implies the end of economic 
boycott and other acts such as 
forbidding the enemy use of water 
or air passage. Different from it is 
the cease-fire which allows such 
measures and limit the agreement 
to military aspects. In other words 
the termination of the state of war 
requires natural relationships 
based on mutual respect and mu- 
tual recognition of the sovereignty 
of each state over its land. 


T 


In international law there are 
four methods that lead to a ter- 
mination of the state of war: 


1. Capitulation: In other words 
submition of one of the parties to 
the other — without demanding a 
legal recognition — that is to end 
the sovereignty of a state on the 
land it exists on, and to annex 
these territories to that of the 


victorious party after destroying. 


the army of the defeated state. 
Such cases are rare in history 
examples: Ethiopia in 1936 and 
Nazi Germany in 1945. 

2 -- To Abstain from Military 


Operations: In case all parties: 


abstain from military operations 
and move towards establishing 
peaceful relations without signing 
a peace treaty;in other words, the 
termination of war is declared by 
one side, with the other declaring 
its acceptance of the new situa- 
tion. 


3 — The Peace Treaty: All sides 


reach a peace treaty after™ ter-. 


minating military operations, that 
includes the methods and condi- 
tions of application. 


4 -- International Mediation: This 
is the case where a third party, the 
United Nations or the Security 
Council may carry out a joint 
action according to articles 39 and 
Sof the U.N. Charter. 


This category is relatively new 
and still needs lengthy research to 
judge its effectivness, particularly 
the cases of Palestine, Cyprus, and 
the Congo (Zaire). The peace 
treaty is considered a termination 
of the conflict between the 
parties. It deals with the details of 
any conflict. specifies the new 
borders, and several articles such 
as guarantees and reparations. 


© 
OF CAPITULATION 


THE PALESTINIAN 
CASE AND 

THE TERMINATION 
OF WAR: 


According to S.V. Mallison, the 
application of international law 
and the basis of international 
treaties have failed to work in the 
«Arab-Israeli» conflict, for the Pa- 
lestinian case is one without a 
precedent. Israel as a political phe- 
nomenon is one that international 
law can not apply to. It is an 
advanced case of settler colo- 
nialism dependant for its existence 
on external factors (Emigration, 
supplies of Arms and capital). 
Since settler-colonialism is an ille- 
gal act, the issue of the land in- 
volved is tied directly to the result 
between the colonialist movement 
and the original inhabitants of the 
country. The state of war between 
the Arabs and Israel started with 
the attempts to establish a Zionist 


entity in Palestine and continued 
through other historical marks 
(the partition of 1947, the Arab- 
Israeli war of 1948, etc.). So the 
basic issue is the existence of the 
Zionist entity on the land of Pales- 
tine: if Arab governments re- 
cognize this entity (as proposed in 
resolution 242), then they are 
denying the Palestinians, their 
right to their land. As such the 
termination of the state of war 
between the Arab states and Israel 
will be the first step to concede 
Israel’s existence as an entity that 
international law applies to. Fur- 
thermore, applying international 
law means that the Arab regimes 
concede the possibility of resolv- 
ing the issue politically without 
force (military, economic, etc.) 
and thus recognizes the «legi- 
timacy» of Israel’s existence on a 
part of Palestinian soil. Thus obs- 


position... chi 


tructing the right of any Arab side 
to claim this as part of the Pales-- 
tinian land. 


«THE RECOGNITION 
OF ISRAEL»: 


Since- 1917m the date sot tie 
Balfour Declaration, and through 
1948 when Israel was established 
and recognized by the U.N., the 
Arab states’ position was not to 
recognize the claim of Jews to 
establish a national home for 
themselves in Palestine or re- 
cognize the state of Israel. The po- 
sition is based on well-known and 
clear historical and legal facts re- 
garding the nature of Israel as a 
case that defies all international 
codes and the U.N. Charter as 
well. This position conceded that 
a recognition, simultaneously 
means the cancelation of the Pa- 
lestinians’ national rights. 

This position continued to be 
so up to 1967, when the Arab 
regimes accepted resolution 242 
on the basis that the national 
rights of the Palestinians will not 
be influenced by this acceptance. 
Still the P.L-O. rejected resolution 
242 and its position was con- 
tinuously reemphasized as in its 
last provisional program of June 8, 
1974. = 
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after the October” w dizi 
They began dealing with Israel as 
historical fact. The recognition of 
Israel can not but be an Israeli 

victory —for recognition will 
ie eli- minate the Palestinians’ 


u rights in the view of many 


a. and will give Israel the 
z status of a state trom 
the Arab side a status that has 
been denied by Arab states. 


THE ISSUE 
OF BORDERS: 


While the Arab side calls for a 
complete withdrawal from all the 
territories occupied in June 1967. 
the Israeli side hopes to withdraw 
from certain territories only, and 
definitely not all the territories 
occupied in June `67. The reso- 
lution states clearly that the ter- 
mination of the state of war will 
be on the basis of «the right of 
every state to live peacefully 
within secure and recognized 
borders, free from threats and acts 
of force». Since the United Na- 
tions have not recognized any 
borders of Israel except those de- 
fined in the 1947 partition and 
since this area is much smaller 
than that occupied by Israel in 
1948 and later expanded in 1950. 
and since the Arab states rejected 
the partition plan and the exis- 
tence of the Zionist entity, from 
all of the above it is clear that the 
issue of the borders is in essence 
the same of recognition and the 
right of existence. In other words, 
the right of Palestinians to self- 
determination will be given by the 
parties that agree to such borders 
on the basis of resolution 242. 
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Any negotiations regarding the 
borders issue can not be separated 
from the basic position regarding 
the historical and national rights 
of the Palestinians, thus the legi- 
timacy of Israel’s existence. 


THE RIGHT OF 
PALESTINIANS 
TO SELF- 
DETERMINATION: 


The termination of the state of 
war under the present circumstan- 
ces concedes Israel’s authority on 
the territories that it will remain 
on. Thus the right of self-deter- 
mination will be dictated by the 
authority and laws of Israel. Such 
a situation will make it legally 
impossible, regardless of the 
maneuvers and cunning of poli- 
ticlans, to endorse two positions 
that are the negation of each other 
(recognition of Israel and the right 
of Palestinians to self-determi- 
nation). 

What the above means is not 
that it ends the Palestinians right 
to determine the form and shape 
of society they want to establish, 
but also denies the right of the 
great majority to return to the 
areas they came from in 1948, 
because it will be fully and «legal: 
ly» under Israeli authority. 


THE PALESTINIAN 
ARMED RESISTANCE: 


The termination of the state of 
war clearly means the end of all 
use of force and military actions 
by. all. forces official and non- 
official. The emphasis on the non- 
official side in resolution 242 (the 
term is not used but implied) as a 
condition, compels the countries 
involved to take suppressive 
measure against the non-official 
forces and the political bodies 
leading them. To preserve the 
Overall settlement the Arab re- 
gimes are expected to carry out 
their «task» of safeguarding 
«peace» by climinating the Pa- 
lestinian resistance or aborting the 
basis on which it was founded, 
that is. armed struggle. Equivalent 
to this. would be the Arab side’s 
eagerness to avoid retaliatory at- 
tacks by Israeli troops. Since each 
country will be responsible for the 
acts carried out by the forces on 
its land. thus Israel will legally 
hold Arab regimes responsible for 
resistance activities. More, each 
side would be legaliy required to 
put on trial and punish the ele- 
ments or groups for breaking the 
agreement! 


CONCLUSION: If we take ob- 
jectively the possible legal form 
for a termination of the state of 
war in the ares, it will definitely 
be a peace-treaty based on the 
results of the four wars that took 
place between the Arab side and 
the Israeli one. The treaty will not 
only gain its importance from the 
Arab countries that sign it, but 
also from the Soviet Union, the 
United States and the United Na- 
tions as well. The proposed Ge- 
neva conference (based on reso- 
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BAGHDAD OIL SYMPOSIUM URGES 


COOPERATION BETWEEN PRODUCERS, DEVELOPING NATIONS 


The second Baghdad Interna- 
tional Oil Symposium, orgnaized 
by the Iraqi National Peace and 
Solidarity Council in collaboration 
with the World Peace Council and 
the Afro-Asian Peoples Solidarity 
Organization, has urged oil-pro- 
ducing, developing and socialist 
countries to cooperate. The four- 
day meeting which began on No- 
vember Ist, brought together 
l 10 leading personalities from 
53 countries and = organizations, 
and can be seen as the «leftist» 
answer to efforts to bring down 
oil prices. 

The reason for the symposium 
was explained by Iraqi Minister of 
State Aziz Sharif, who is also the 
Secretary General of the Iraqi Na- 
tional Peace and Solidarity Coun- 
cil and chief organizer of the 
Symposium. Sharif pointed out 
that a lot had happened since the 
first Baghdad international sym- 
posium. which was held in 1972.. 
«Because of the October (1973) 
war». Sharif said. «because of the 
acts of various Arab oil-producing 
countries, because of the rise in 
the price of oil and the rise in the 
prices of other materials in the 
world, it was obvious that the 
subject of oil had acquired new 
dimensions which had to be ana- 
lyzed.» 

Items for discussion on the 


Symposium agenda were nationa- 
lization, oil cartels, the energy cri- 
sis the use of oil resources for 
economic development, and the 
use of oil as a weapon «in the 
struggle against imperialism and 
Israeli aggression.» 

DEVELOPING NATIONS:The 
communique issued at the end of 
the Symposium underlined the 
dangers of «piling up billions and 
tens of billions of dollars repre 
senting excess oil revenue in the 
banks of the powerful capitalist 
nations. These banks are comple- 
tely coordinated with the oil com- 
panies and other companies of va- 
rious nationalities. Transferring 
the oil funds to these banks or to 
central banks in the capitalist 
countries is practically the same as 
giving the oil away free.» 

The conference noted that 
these surplus revenues should be 
used instead to «to help the deve- 
loping <ountries that need oil.» 
The Symposium noted that inter- 
Arab military-economic aid was 
one example, and that another 
was Venezuelas plan to help the 
Latin American countries. 

It added: «One of the most 
inportant matters is- to set the 
basis for cooperation between the 


oil-producing countries and the 
developing countries that import 
oil. The aspects of this coopera- 
tion could include agreements to 
exchange oil for raw materials, 
food stuffs and industrial pro- 
ducts, as well as joint industrial 
plans that would provide for the 
division of labor, and special ar- 
rangements for deferred pay- 
ment.» 

In a speech before the confe- 
rence, whose slogan was «Oil and 
Raw Materials for Economic Deve- 
lopment, Social Progress and Eco- 
nomic Relations on an Equal 
Footing,» Iraqi Oil Minister 
Saadoun Hammadi called on the 
Arab oil-producing states to invest 
their surplus funds in the deve- 
loping countries and to free these 
funds from monetary fluctuations 
due to their association with the 
capitalist states’ economy. 

A good deal of attention was 
focussed at the Symposium on 
Iraqi’s oil policy, which freed the 
country’s oil industry from im- 
perialism by nationalizing the in- 
terests of foreign companies, as 


The enemy : 
U.S. Corpo- 
rate beast. 


well as the role Iraq played in 
aiding developing countries. This, 
Dr. Hammadi said, Iraq had done 
by providing substantial financial 
aid to a number of developing 
countries through bilateral agree- 
ments. He called on the Arab oil 
states to provide loans on easy 
terms to the developing countries 
and to 

work out a system of economic 
integration with them that would 
help them to industrialize their 
economy. 


SOCIALIST BLOC: The conferen- 
ce noted that the technical and 
other aid provided by the socialist 
countries was different from that 
of the capitalist countries because 
the socialist countries did not in- 
terfere in the internal affairs of 
those they aided. The conference 
also dwelt in detail on «setting a 
new understanding for the many- 
faceted cooperation between the 
oil-producing countries, the non- 
oil producing developing countries 
and the socialist countries.» 

The conference communique 
noted that the «industrial situa- 
tion of the socialist countries was 
such that they could now offer 
the developing countries equip- 
ment and know-how at the best 


conditions, without any political 
interference, as well as the mar- 
kets for the products of these 
countries.» 

It added: «The surplus reve- 
nues of the oil-producing coun- 
tries can be used in these three- 
way arrangements. They (the oil- 
producing countries) can set up 
development relations with the so- 
cialist countries to export techni- 
cal equipment and to provide 
know-how and training to carry 
out the long-range plans of... the 
oil-producing countries.» 

«At the same time,» it went 
on, «the exports by the socialist 
countries to the non-oil producing 
countries will lessen their balance 
of payment problems and help 
them... to speed up their develop- 
ment programs.» 

BOYCOTT The role of oil asa 
weapon was also discussed at the 


“conference. One of the papers, by 


Dr. Atef Suleiman, a Palestinian, 
covered US interest in Arab oil. 
The author estimated that US im- 
port of Arab oil before the Oc- 
tober war was about 2 million bar- 
rels daily; this oil, he said, came 
from direct sources and from in- 
direct ones, such as refineries in 
Europe. This amount represented 
32% of US oil imports, Suleiman 
said, but only 12% of US oil 
consumption. 

As for the Arab oil boycott 
against the US, started during the 
October War, Suleiman noted that 
the boycott had been lifted 
without Arab demands having 
been met, and before the Amer- 
icans really began to feel its effect. 


But what was more important 
than the oil itself. Suleiman said, 
was its role in US economy. He 
said that American oil companies 
were in control of 60% of Arab 
oil, and that their profits from 
these Operations were estimated, 
in the US balance of payments, at 
2 billion dollars annually. 

Certainly the 2nd International 
Oil Symposium can be seen as the 
Iraqi answer to American-led ef- 
forts to bring down oil prices and 
to bring about a unified con- 
sumers’ stand, as well as American 
threats on the alleged role Arab oil 
and funds are playing in interna- 
tional inflation. 
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lution 242) aims to reach a treaty 
that deals with the future of the 
Palestinian cause, whether a Pales- 
tinian delegation participates or 
not. But if a delegation does, this 
will legally involve the parties or 
organizations it represents. If it 
does not, the relationship between 
the signing parties and the Pales- 
tinians will be determined outside 
this forum. 
Regardless of the form the 
` settlement takes (Geneva, bilateral 
agreements, or gradual negotia- 
tions), one result can come out at 
the present stage. That Palestine 
will be legally divided into two 
entities; one Israeli-Zionist and the 
| other Palestinian. This result con- 
| tradicts basically with the aims of 
|! the Palestinans, their national mo- 
vement, and the Arab national 
movement as a whole. As such, 
the termination of the state of war 
in the area without really con- 
sidering the basic causes of this 
war (the complete national rights 
of the Palestinian people) will 
make it a legal form without any 
political content. If we take, for 
- the sake of-eomparison, thé Paris 
A peace agreement on Vietnam, we 
see that it states in the beginning; 
«the participant parties at the Pa- 
ris conference aim to terminate 
war and restore peace in Vietnam 
on the basis of the Vietnamese 
people right to self determi- 
nation». Even though there are 
differences between the Pales- 
tinian case and the Vietnamese 
one, the principle holds. Since the 
Palestinians are uprooted from 
their land and because of the his- 
torical and national rights they 
hold, the right to self deter- 
mination and the Zionist entity 
are two things that can not meet; 
they are the negation of each 
other in this case. The only way 
the Palestinians can regain their 
rights and apply the right of self 
determination is the way to estab- 
lish a democratic Palestinian 
society. Any peace that will not 


take into consideration the 
reasons that lead to force, will 
remain a superficial one that does 
not take in consideration the 
scientific factors that govern the 
conflict. It will be a peace of 
states and governments (even or- 
ganizations!) but not one of 
poeples and societies. The basic 
conclusion is that a settlement will 
legally hinder the Palestinian cause 
for sometime, as such it should be 
rejected. 
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The Wind Is Blowing Hot Over The Tenth Hill 


South in the hills 
where is your heart 

when your gun is at your shoulder? 
Where is your heart? 


So the crimson son that stood for a 
moment above the hill, 

like a child’s plaything 

was just a travesty of the blood 
that rent the morning. Fedayeen 

Beyond the hills tha tramp of marching In the heat of the sun 

feet In the rising dust of the mountains 
beat a rythm to the grind of the slow Standing proud in the desparation of 
moving tanks their cause l 

a rythm to the drone of planes. Falling in the desparation of their 
and their wake they left a Cause-fighting the tramp of feet 
dissonance of human cries Fighting for Palestine 
rising with the lazy smoke While the drone of planes c 
of burning ruins. 


While their women and children 
sink to blood in their camps 
sink to blood under the ferocity 
of the sun. 

Villagers clawing at the rubble 
of their homes 

Searching the execrable ruins of 
destruction 

Can the waves of a radio carry 
their anguish 

Their turbid wails of sorrow over 
the broken body of a love? 


We feared only when the sun had forgotten 
when it stood self involved in its 
empryream 

Involved in its own fierce glory. 


Our gasps 

Oh little intakes of interest and demur, 
Oh dreadful anxieties 

were hollow mockeries of the gasps 
of the fallen — 

For what could we know of their 
realities? 

The red finger of the sun 
mounted for a truth 

The truth of a radio? 
The truth of a gun? 

The truth of a cause? 
The truth of justice. 


Watching the green uniformed soldiers 
slouched in their jeeps 

languidly casual, with weapons of 
death in their thick fingered hands 
voraciously sensual. 


Our Little Houses: 


Black and white A P.F.L.P. FILM 


16 mm. 


Awarded the 

silver medal at the 
documentary film 
festival at Leipzig. 
It can be obtained 
through the P.F.L.P. 
P.O.Box 212 

Beirut, Lebanon 


31 minutes 


By portraying the effort to build an individual shelter 
to protect children from raids, the film shows the fascist 
military structure of the enemy since Israel’s establish- 
ment, on the basis of his dependence on the instilling of a 
militaristic spirit in people’s minds, turning them in the 
course of time into a generation of failure. 

The enemy kills children and destroys life. This film 
reveals the permanent conflict between Israeli militarism, 
as an artificial Nazi fascist force; and the continuous 
Struggle of the Palestinian masses, inside and outside their 
country, to create a life worthy of humanity. 

Directed by Kassem Hawal 
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